There is an error in the proof of the subadditivity property of IG function on credal sets in the paper "A Non-specificity Measure for Convex Sets of Probability Distributions". The proof is based on the inclusion C C CH(Cx x Cy) which is not always true, being C a credal set on a finite set 1x7; Cx,Cy its marginal credal sets on X and Y, respectively, and CH the convex hull.
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The subadditivity property has no sense for non-specificity functions on general credal sets as we can see in the example by Abellan and Moral 1 . Also, this example can be used to prove that IG function is not subbaditive. Example 1 Let X = {sen,#12,^21,^22} = X\ x X2 be a finite set, with Xi = {x\ 1 
